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COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES - '
WASHINGTON D.C. 20348 ’ m

MAY ¢ 1986

Ry -
Dear Mr. Sscretary:

Referonce is made to letter ENGCC.C of Apetl 25, 1966, ﬁont.he

General Coumsel, Office of the Chief of Eaginsers, requastiy t the

coutrecting officer be awthorized to reform comtruct DA-20-

64250 vith Mollesmye Constrmction of Mnitobe Iimited to provide for ADWORILD
vefsbursement of the Michigan use tax vhich the State taxing suthority ,
had advised the contractor will be assessed sgainet it in compection

with its parformance om the subject comtrwct.

Thare vas included i the Apredil 20, 1964, invitation for bids
mm.mwu-w.awqmm:

mMmmlmnmmmmwmmchm
lar T15-2-30 of Pebrumry 13, 1964%. The reascm for the imstruotions to
use the ststement wvas thet tha Mishigan courts had decided thet the
Michigan uns tax vas an unlavfyl discrisination ngainst Federel con-
struction. Bowever, in May 196k, vhich ws after the invitation was
1asued axd before an avard wes mafs, the latter having besn accomplishod
on Mwme 30, 1064, the State legisliature avendsd the uve tax statute,
effective August 28, 196k, to syply witdout &iscrimimstion to the
United tatss snd to discontinue the tax on mmtevials incorporated in
the wark, although comtioning Lt on materials conswmsd im parformance
of the cotyact, The comtracting officer wes not advised of the changes
in the tax law. Thus the statement in the invitation vegarding the
Mehtgan ute tax remined unchanged.
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Yy the imvitation contain the standard “Federal, State, 84 Local Tamxes”
mammmmummmmw as may
ummumm,tuwm
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tion. Stafford v. Califormia Pesch Growars, T8 P. '
u.nmcnum' in the instant case

Tnstrmaments, section 29." 3

'e, In viev of the foregoing, tgerequatformthwitytonmme
! mwmmummarmmmmmmu

Sincerely yours,

FRANK H. WEITZEL

i Assistant Comptroller General
of the United States






